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1 'MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF HfVESTIOATION 


n* 

'Y vi n : 


ne "B" Case - Alleged 
Violations of Section 51, 
Title IB, V, S ♦ Code. 


This supplements ay memorandum to the Attorney General 
dated July 24, 1943, outlining the soope of the investigation. 

In that memorandum, at pages four to six, I set out, as 
X one of twelve "areas of investigation", a breakdown of alleged 

unfair labor practices by subject Elshoff. It was noted, however, 
“X (bottom of page six) that the files of the Labor Board had not 

then been fully analysed, end that a supplemental memorandum 
would be furnished. 


This memorandum sets out a more refined analysis of the 
allegations of unfair labor praotioes by Elshoff, identifies the 
evidence now available to us, and indicates oertain desired in- 
quiries in oonneotion with each allegation. These specifications 
are not intended, however, to restrict the scope of the investi- 
gation. The Bureau will feel free, and is requested, to inves- 
tigate in this, as in other areas of investigation, to the limit 
of the faotual issues involved. 



Attached to this memorandum are photo static copies of 
many documents seleoted from the files of the National Labor 

Relations Board. These photostats have been numbered on the 
back, and in oonneotion with eaoh unfair labor praotioe, 
reference is made to photostats oontainingpeupporting evidenoe.- 




the Labor Board 
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that the fact of collusive payments from U.M.W. officials to 
Elshoff was not then known. That fact is now established, and, 
as a consequence, the Progressives* allegations, conjectures, 
and suspicions appear in a more respectable light. 

Chronologically, the alleged unfair labor practices 
fall into four groups: 


A. Unfair labor practices prior to the closing of 
the mine on May 12, 1937, — the incubation of 
the conspiracy, 

3. Unfair labor practices between May 12, 1937, and 
January 4, 1938, — attempts to effect a U.M.T. 
coup d’etat. 

C. Unfair labor practices from January' 4, 1938, to 
November 7, 1939, — the period of siege and 
starvation. 

D. Unfair labor practices from Ncvenber 7, 1939, until 
March, 1941, — favoritism, in the struggle for mem- 


Proof that Elshoff was actually guilty of unfair labor 


practices during the period- of the conspiracy is vital if prose- 
cution is to be undertaken. Overt acts are not an essential 
element of a Section 51 violation. It is theoretically suffi- 
cient to prove merely that subjects conspired with a guilty 
intent, but proof of intent, in the absence of admissions, is 
necessarily circumstantial, and, therefore, as a practical matter 
in case of prosecution, it would be essential to prove that 
Elshoff actually did impose unfair labor practices, as — it 
would be alleged — he was paid to do. 
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A. THE UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES PRIOR TO 


THE CLOSING OF THE MINE ON MUX 21, 193? 


— > 


THE INCUBATION OF THE CONSPIRACY 


No specific allegations of unfair labor practices 


during the period prior to May 12, 1937* ware made by the 
Progressives, and at present we have no direct evidence to 
establish any such practices* It is established that during 
April, 1937, and perhaps prior thereto, the United Mine 
Workers were paying several Progressive members to campaign 
for the United Mine Workers* The details of this activity, 
however, are not known and, therefore, it is requested the 
full scope of these activities be ascertained. This request 
is set out in more particulars on page 3 of my memorandum of 
July 24, 1943. 


practices and either acquiesced in, or encouraged than, an 
unfair labor practice would be established. 

The substance of the statements of all the subjects 
in respect to the agreement to make the payments is to the 


between Elshoff and the U. M. W. officials that they would 
cooperate to the end that U. M* W. should win over bargaining 
rights at the mine. We have no tangible evidence to this ef- 
fect and it is requested that the Bureau direct inquiries to 
determine whether any evidence of such an understanding prior 
to May 12, 1937, can be uncovered. 

) Apparently, during April of 1937, members of the 

United Mine Workers attempted to cause the Progressives to go 
on strike by circulating rumors to the effect that an extension 


If it is ascertained that Elshoff knew of Uiese 
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B. UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES BETWEEN MI 12, 

1 noo a 
1.7^ i j a 


T non am i k juttattv ^ t no O 

l J AiUJ UAIX UrtJTLJ. X+J y 

EFFECT A U, M. W. COUP d'ETAT 


Ammrr%rTync? 
AiiCClTid A \J 


It is believed that during this pefiod Edm unds on f ■* 
and Elshoff hoped that they could win the victory for 
U. M. W f by drastic and inmediate measures, such as Bigrdng 
the closed shop contract with U* M. ¥• on August 13, 1937, 
and the attempt to reopen the mine on September 27, 1937* 

These attaapts by a coup d’etat were frustrated by the suc= 
cessful efforts of the Progressives to have a Labor Board 
election, which the Progressives won by the overwhelming 
vote of 404 to 25» On January 4 , 1938, the date the certifi- 
cation of representation was received in Springfield, Elshoff 
made his third unsuccessful attanpt to reopen his mine with 
members of the U, M, W* Subjects realized then that a coup 
d’etat was impossible and from that time on the "freezing out" 
process began in earnest. 


(1) Closing Of The Kine On May 12, 1937 - Strike Or Lock-out? 






Before Kay 12, 1937, the Progressives had expelled 
12 men from membership in the Progressives apparently for their 
activities in spreading d^s&iti on at the Ming** understand 
these mati were (1) JoaJyubane.se. (2) AndrefuSchr^levious , 

(3) Dcrd quale, (4)^e 1 ayt Oa rter, ( 5 ) Fran^fes tin , 

(6) Toji^APlotch, (7) Johtfl^inaT&aB, (8) Jdharfeirtout, ( 9 ) 
Geor^(jaA?way, (10) Bnoiy^Jacoway, (11) Ch&rle^§oF.annon, and 
(12) t-nri/Unl n When tEe Mine was opened the Pit Committee 
joti f i ecP Fal ce tt i . the Kine superintendent, that these men were 
no longer members of the Progressives and should be discharged 
under the closed shop agreement between Kln e a nd the Progres- 
sives . Falcetti refused to do this? 




ogressive Board meml 

e matter up with Elshoff, who first refused to discharge 
then, stating he did not think he could lawfully do so under the 
terms of the National Labor Relations Act, but agreed to see his 
attorney. After seeing his attorney, he again refused, but this 
time gave as a reason that cars of coal were not being fully 
loaded and that until that situation was righted he would do 
nothing. The negotiations between Elshoff and KcGill failed and 


ru, usc / 



All of these individuals should be interviewed 
and signed statements obtained, if possible* The following 
inquiries are suggested: 


(a) Prior to May 12, 1937, had ELshoff instructed 
Falcetti not to discharge these men? 

(b) Did Falcetti report his refusal to discharge 
these men to ELshoff? 

(c) In the normal course of operations would 
Falcetti make such reports to Elshoff? 

(d) Did Falcetti usually make reports to Elshoff 
of some nature? 

(e) What was the usual form and contents of re- 
ports which Falcetti made to Elshoff? 

(f ) Does prior conduct or do prior statements on 
the part of Elshoff indicate that he knew he could 
and should lawfully discharge expelled members of 
the Progressives under the closed shop contract? 

(g) Did Elshoff actually consult his lawyer be- 
tween the time of his first and second meeting with 
McGill? 

(h) What advice did his lawyer give? 

(i) Why did he subsequently state that his refusal 
to discharge was based on the fact that short cars 
v/ere being filled? 

(j) How di ’ he become aware of the fact that short 
cars were being filled? 

(k) What was Elshoff’ s attitude regarding the strike 
in the negotiations between him and McGill? 


( 


f 


\ 


(l) "What reasons did he give in these con- 
versations after the strike was called for 
his continued refusal to discharge these men? 

(m) In his conversations with others was he 
indifferent towards the strike? 



The following NIRB photostat is pertinent in connec- 
tion with this unfair labor practice* D-29 - memorandum 
June 1, 1938, from Leonard C* Bajork, Regional Director, 13th 
Region, to Nathan Witt, Executive Secretary, NLRB. 


(2) ELshoff Signed Closed Shop Contract On August 13. 1937. 
With U» K* W. . Knowing It To Be A Minority Uftion . 



The stipulation and agreement entered into on August 
10, 1938, between ELshoff, the Progressives and U. K. W. , was, 
in practical effect an admission by ELshoff and U. K. W. that 
the signing of the contract of August 13, 1937, was an unfair 
labor practice* However, the Board's order of September 13, 
1938, and the decree of the Circuit Court of Appeals on June 
17, 1939, were based upon the consent of ELshoff and U. M. W« 
and there was accordingly no actual adjudication of fact* 

The order and the decree will not be admissible to prove the 
unfair labor practice and the stipulation will not amount to 
an admission, but will probably be admissible as a circumstance 
to be considered alone with all other relevant facts* 


0 
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The crucial inquiry in this connection is -whether 
ELshoff knew that at the tame the contract was signed, that 
U. II. W. bad only a dozen or more members at the mine* 


The Progressives claimed that on May 26, 1937, 
412 employees act Mine B signed a petition that the Projjss- 



Tbere is no question thai received 

the petition, tut in acknowledging it he stated that he 
neither recognized the authenticity of the signatures nor re- 
garded it as binding in any way. If it can be shown that 
Elshoff act ually believed that the signatures were legitimate, 
this fact would seem to be conclusive that his signing of a 
closed shop contract with U. U. W, a month later was an unfair 
labor practice unless radical changes took place meanwhile* 

The following inquiries are suggested: 


(a) Were there any circumstances which warranted 
Elshoff In questioning the authenticity of the 
signatures? 


(b) Did U. M. W. officials know that he was writ- 
ing his letter of July 12, 19372 

/ J A A jm i op w irtf a 4-U a V. 

\ ^ J mu UC ux^uucio x ya uu^ pui/xvxyn nxvu 

U. M. W. officials? 

(d) Were there any circumstances between the tine 
of ElshofPs receipt of this petition and August 13* 
1937, which would justify him in believing that 
there had been a radical shift in the loyalty of 
his employees from, the Progressive Union to U. M. W«? 



this local should be inquired into. Ihe following inquiries 
are suggested: 



r'2-6. //sc 


X 
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(a) Had there been discussions between Elshoff 

and U, M. W. officials concerning formation of 
this union? ' * 

(b) How many members attended the first meeting 
of this local? 

) rmax/ persuucu. jj. oiij > caiduou 

between ELshoff and Falcetti and the officers of 
the new local? 

(d) Were the international officers of U. II* W. 
aware of the Progressives* petition, carrying 412 
names, at the time they granted the charter? 


the time were Progressives? Did ELshoff * e elimination of the 
check-off operate to the practical disadvantage of the Progres- 
sives in any substantial way? Did U. K. W. officials know of 
or connive in this action? 


(4) ELsh o ff Signed Another Closed Shop Agreement With U. M* W, 
On September 20. 1937 


On September 7. 1937. the Progressives filed a charge 


Notwithstanding this, Elshoff entered into another 


closed shop contract w$ i th U. M, W« thirteen days later, on 



with the Labor Boar 
company was engaging : 



alleging that the 



b3 US c, fyt’" 3 




The same inquiries should be made in this connec- 


tion as "were requested in connection with the contract of 
August 13 1 1937, set out in (2) above. In addition, the 
significance should be ascertained of the failure of ELshoff 
to became a member of th i nols Coal Operators Association 


Also, why did he sever his member 

iois in 1935 ( 


( 5 ) ELshoff On November 23. 1937. Procured An Injunction 
Against The Progressives 


plaint asking for an injunction in the United States District 


(6) ELshoff At t ern t ed On Three Occasions To Reopen The Mine 
With U« M, W, M e mbers 

On three occasions, September 27, December 13, 1937, 
and January 4, 1933, ELshoff attanpted to reopen the mine idth 


well knew that U. M. W, had only a score or more employees as 
members. Moreover, each attanpt seemed to be an effort to ef- 
fect a coup d'etat to offset efforts by the Progressives to 
establish their collective bargaining rights. 

On September 27, 1937, ELshoff attempted to reopen 
Mine B and notified United to supply the personnel* On the 
morning of September 27th, Progressives afho had worked at the 
mine on May 12th, shewed up for work ana Falcetti informed them 



as he was required to do by the c 



On November 23, 1937, Elshoff filed a bill of ccm- 



Inquiry should be directed to discover to what ex- 



Us Us Ws members * It is believed that on each occasion Elshoff 
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the company had a closed-shop agreement with United and that 



After Elshoff obtained the injunction, he made an 
attempt to reopen the mine on December 13, 1937, but appar- 
ently only about twelve members of United showed up* The 
NLRB held an election on December 15, 1937, ltoich resulted in 
a vote of 404 to 25 in favor of the Progressives and on January 
3, 1938. certified the Progressives as the bargai ning a ga it. 


Again on January 4, 1938, Elshoff made another un- 
successful attempt to r eopen the mi ne still r efusing to deal 
with the " 



As to each of these three attempts to reopen, in- 
quiries should be directed to ascertain 


(a) Whether Elshoff was impartial in notifying 
both unions that he planned to reopen* 

(b) Whether there was connivance between Elshoff 
and U. li. W, in setting the date* 


^5 
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C. UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES FROM JANUARY 4, 1958, 

TO NOVEMBER T, 1939, — THE mtlOD OF SIEGE 
AND STARVATION, 

->• 

After hit attempt to reopen the mine on January 4, 1958, 
failed, Elshoff kept his mine closed until November 7, 1939 — 
twenty- two months later* . During this time, the Progressives claim 
they were constantly seeking to negotiate a contract with Elshoff 
pursuant to whioh the mine oould be reopened. Two principal alle- 
gations of unfair labor praotioe, therefore, are suggested during 
this periods 

(1) That Elshoff Continued the Shut-Down in Order to Assist U.M.W. *e 
Program to Ws troy the Progressive Organisation * 

There is no direct evidenoe now available whioh indicates 
that this was Elshoff* s purpose* The circumstantial evidenoe, how- 
ever, strongly points that way. It is diffioult to understand why 
Elshoff— assuming he intended to repay the U.M.W* "loans"— was 
willing to keep the mine olosed and thereby incur huge losses* 
Elshoff*# statement suggests that he feared to reopen the mine 
because of possible violence between the two unions* This sug- 
gestion is dlseounted by the fact that in the fall of 1937 he 
obtained an injunction against the progressives on the theory 
that he wanted to open the mine with the U.M.W. furnishing the 
employees. Inquiry is requested to asoertain whether there was 
any basis for Elshoff *s excuse* Evidence on this point, of oourse, 
must necessarily be of a negative oharaoter, but all information 
bearing on Elshoff* s true reason for keeping the mine olosed should 
be obtained. 

(2) That Elshoff Refused to Bargain with the progressive Union, as 
Required by tKe LaSor Ac€7 


It was the oontention of the progressives that throughout 
the period when the mine was olosed, Elshoff refused to bargain 
collectively with them* It was asserted that he would fail to 
appear at meetings, would postpone meetings, and when he did 
appear to bargain with the Progressives, he would just go through 
the motions and would not actually bargain in good faith with any 
real intention of reaohing an agreement* 

The following National Labor Relations Board photostate 
have a bearing on the two alleged unfair labor practices set out 
above t 


B-15 Exhibit 6 - Affidavit, dated Jan. 18, 1938, 
Dillon, Sohewe, Crompton, and Schneider, and 
Stipulation and Agreement, Ex. 7* 


12 
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D-14 Original latter from A.F.L. (Padway ) signed by 
Kaiser, to j« Warren Madden, Chairman, NLRB, 
dated Aug* 24, 1939, 3 pages* 


D-26 Original memo from L* C^'Bajork, 13th Reg. to 
Mrs. B.-M^Stern, Asst. S«oy, NLRB, Washington, 

D. C., re Mine B Coal Co* X1II-C-47S, dated 
Aug. 25, 1938. 

D-27 Memo to the File from Beatrice M» Stern in Mina 
B Coal, dated Aug. 11, 1938. 

D-28 WC telegram to George p^d^att, Chief Tri^l^- 

Examiner, NLRB, Wash., D. C., from I, gi^Dorfman, 
NLRB, 13th Region, re. Mine B 1S-C-473, dated 
Aug. 12, 1938. 


es. P.M.A. to Carl H f. 

Mine B Coal Co., Springfield, 111. 


13th Reg. to ec., NLRB, 

3 Washington, D. C. ,' undated* 

D**3l Original memo from Leonard C. Bajork, Reg. Dir., 
13th Reg. t o Nathan Witt . Exec. Seo., dated May 
10, 1938, 2 page b. Mine’ B XIII-C-47S. 



^^frankfurter, Administrative Assistant-^Mine B 
^ Coal Co. C-854. dated July 10. 1939. 7 


Coal Co. C-854, dated July 10, 1939. 


D-17 Copy Resolution of Looal U. No. 62, proj 
Mine Workers of America, signed by Bem^ 
Pres., u 

Jr. , Fin. Se<?y» ^ ' 



Progressive 

engrosser. 




D-20 Copy of R. R^Natts' memo to Joseph AT^Padway, 
Tower Bldg., Washington, dated May 9, 1939. 



letter, dated Jan 



D-30 Original menu 



ork, Reg, Dir., 


( 
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D. UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES FROM NOVEMBER 7, 1939, 
UNTIL MARCH, 1941 — FAVORITISM' IN THE STRUGGLE 
FOR MEMBERSHIP. 


The nine reopened on November 6, 1959, on an open-* hop 


basis, although it is believed the Progressives were still in the 
majority* 


the reopening of the nine requires consideration of the events whioh 
led up to the reopening of the nine* 


the Board and upon application of the Board, the Circuit Court of 
Appeals could enter a deoree that interference and intimidation of 
employees attempting to form or join a labor organisation of their 
own choosing was to cease, that Mine B cease from refusing to 
negotiate with the Progressives, and that the contracts between 
Mine B and United, made August 18, 1937, and September 20, 1937, 
were not to be enforoed. 


stipulation did not oonfer Jurisdiction on the oourt in the abeenoe 
of a controversy* 


It seems like a double-barrelled inconsistency fcr Elshoff, 


who had consistently refused to deal with the Progressives and who 
had denied all the allegations of the complaints made by them to 
the NLRB, to enter into a stipulation and agreement two days after 


Understanding of the unfair labor praotioes whioh followed 


Pursuant to oh&rges of unfair labor praotioes made by the 






3 


( 


1U - 



filing his denial to the allegations and then having agreed to 
allow a oourt 


ox i>ne oourx*. 



Inquiry s 


>c & 


* i f < 

■ y - 


(a) What mo ti to tad Elshoff to sign the stipulation 
in the first placet t 


(h) Did he intend merely to gain more time for 

i J J 

UU-i VOtL 

board? 


U ill tod uud pOotpouo an/ forma,! or dor of the 


(o) Did Elshoff ever intend that the Progressives 
should benefit by the stipulation? 

After the mine reopened, the following unfair labor 
practioes were alleged* 


_i ert 


\± } rroan nOvoinoor o p laos* bo mbltcu, fiisnou tonbinuoa ^o 

Refuse to Bargain in Pood raFEfr wibK ifaa progressive s. 


The following NLRB photostats indicate the nature of the 
progressives' allegations in this respect* 


D-8 original memo from G. L* Patterson, Director, 
13th Reg, to Al zander B, Hawes, Chief Admini- 
strative Examiner, dated Oot, 6, 1940, 3 pages* 

D-ll Original letter from John R^Eane, Gen, Counsel 
Diet, Ho. 1, PWIA to HLRB, *i3th Reg., Chicago, 
re XIII-C-473, dated Deo, 15, 1939, 

V D-9 Original memo from G, L, Patterson, Director, 

13th Reg. tp Nathan Hitt. Secretary, dated Aug* 
2, 1940. 2 pages. 


1^1 0 Copy of letter from EumUndaon, Fre* Dis, Ho, 12 
UMflA, to Hr, Averylfceisereon, field examiner, 
NLRB., 13th Reg, dffted Deo. 21, 1939. 


D-23 Letter from J. ff^Panoher, Vice President, 

Progressive Nine Workers of America, Diet. No. 
1, to Mr. GfS^Smith, Field Examiner, NLRB 13th 
Region, Chicago, dated (undated). 


X. D-<£4 


Originax memo irom Leonard u. Bajoric to flaw 
kt, Exeoutive Seoretary, HLRB, re Mine" B Coal 
r*554, dated Ootober 4, 1938* 


6-554, 
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Especially pertinent in this regard are the following /( 
NLRB photostats t ' 

/ 

B-9 Exhibit 8, affidavit of John E. Kane, executed 
Sept. 13, 1940. 

f 

B-10 Exhibit 9j^_affid*vit of JjjlaMtebCann, executed 

wrrv ^ ciAn. " ^ f* •* 

aopvi Xi7'*V/w* — “ — M — — 

B-16 Two copies of affidavits by John Groh, both 
executed August 10, 1940* Exhibit 9. 

(2) Elshoff permitted U.M.Tf. to Intimidate Progressives on mine 

property . 

Additional investigation is neoessary in connection with the 
charges of the Progressives that Elshoff and Faloetti permitted U.M.W* 
to intimidate Progressives on mine property. Especially pertinent in 
this respeot are the following NLRB photostats* 

C-5 Affidavit (joint) of ^^Ebck, Win. Schewe, John 
MoCann, and JohnjCroh, executed September 12, 

1940. 


B—5 


B-l 


A- 8 


A- 7 

A- 5 

A-3 

C-8 

C-9 


Affidavits of John Groh, John Sohneider (2), all 
dated January 7, 1941, together with MEMORANDUM 
signed by John R. Kane. 

Carbon oopy of charge by P.M.W. of A., Looal U. 

$64, together with carbon copy of transmittal 

TS-.V C 1 Q/1 4-j* nU 1 14-k Tkexm 

AO IWOi U1 f VUt v ) V-W A/XA »| J.V W** Xl«5* 

Original typewritten letter from John R. Kane, 
Progressive Mine Workers of AJ&srica to Regional 
Director of 13th Region, NLRB, dated Feb. 6, 

1941. 

Original memo from Joseph fl^Gedman to Mine B 
Coal Co., Springfield, 111., dated F«b. S, 1941. 

Undated oar bon copy of memo to Mine B Coal Company* 

3 original typewritten reports of Examiner ; dated 
February 12, 1941, from M. S^ltyder to File. 

/ ' 

Carbon oopy of affidavit of Mika^rrillen, unexecu- 
ted. 




Carbon copy of affidavit of Pau^Jjffilcauekis, 
unsigned, dated August 6, 1940. 


c-io 

c-ll 

012 

014 

015 

017 

018 

019 

020 
021 
022 

023 

024 

025 
D-3 


f 
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Carbon oopy of affidavit of Ante 
unexecuted* 


Cj^Vonhof, 


•xeou- 


Carbon copy of affidavit of Ja x 
ted August 7, 1940. ' 1 

Carbon oopy of affidavit of V inoe^* U hadua , 
unsigned, dated August 6, 1940. ^ 

Cairbon copy of affidavit of AugujJ^Meglin, 
unexecuted. 

Carbon oopy of affidavit of pe t^Uanuel e, 
signed, but undated. j 

Carbon copy of affidavit of Rudolpl^Eerar, 
executed August 7, 1940* 

Carbon oopy of affidavit of TdSj^Jrady, unsigned 
and undated. 

Carbon copy of affidavit of Joseph e^Sedaan, 
unsigned and undated. 

Carbon oopy of affidavit of J^J^Ijedman, unsigned 
and undated. 

Carbon oopy of affidavit of RosejXcbnsole, un- 
signed and undated. 

1 

Carbon oopy of affidavit of Rossi Console, un- 
signed and undated. 

Original "Memo", initialled "JCC" - Field Examiner 
interview of Salvatorj^Catalomi* 

Carbon oopy of affidavit of Willi&JS^3ryunt, unsigned, 
dated August 7, 1940. 

Carbon oopy of affidavit of Geo£,g^5uokstitis ( 
unsigned, dated August 7, 1>4G. 

Affidavit of William Schewe, executed Aug. 8, 

1940 (Joint with Sant&ni and Badock). Ex. 

14A. 
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D-4 Affidavits (Exhibits 16 to 16G inelusiv*)- 
Salvatore Catalan!, executed Aug* 6, 1940 ; 
Statement of Salvatore Catalomi (16A) (16 B)j 
P^ tertffoga; executed Aug* 7, 19 40; Joe Gednmn, 
executed Aug. 7, 1940; petes\Kdlbokus, execu- 
ted Aug. 6, 1940; AnthjjnyJ*(xedffetelli, execu- 
ted Sept* 2 £ . 1940; InlHam Schewe, axeoutad 
Aug. 6, 194 ; Exhibit 17, affidavit of William 
.Jntoleski, executed Aug. 8, 1940; Exhibit 18, 
statement of VindBBjfofatejka; Exhibit 19, 
affidavit of Tjf rjy rrfri 1 Iff r it m t executed Aug. 

9, 1940; Exhibit 20, affidavit of Nicolas 
Heck, executed Aug. 26, 1940. 


(3) Elshoff Permitted P.M.W. to Organise on Company Property . 

(4) Blshoff Refused to Write Up Settlements of Grievances with 
Progressives In Ao'o'or'<^^oe~ with Contract and Past due tom. 


The following NLRB photostats are pertinent on this 

inquiry; 


B*8 Exhibit 7, statement of John Groh. 

B-16 Two carbon oopies of affidavits by John Groh, 
both executed August 10, 1940. Exhibit 9. 

(5) Elshoff Discriminated Against Progressives and Favored U.M.W. 
In WorEtng Conditions, Seniority, at <TT ~ 

The Progressives* charges in this respeot were not very 
definite. Any evldenoe, however, related to this unfair labor 
praotioe can be oatalogued under this heading; 

C-16 Original typed "Memo", initialled B JCC B - 
ex&min&tion of Peter Kolbokus. 

(6) After the Vine Reopened, Elshoff Followed a Policy of Hiring 

tLlLWTlSmp'loyeea and' RVjeoTing'^'r ogres s £ves^ — — 


This Is one of the key unfair labor practices toward whioh 
investigation should be directed. ^The following NLRB photostats 
are pertinent* 

B-2 Carbon copy Clark, F.I. to Patterson, R.D., 
dated Jan. 6, 1941. 

B-2A Carbon oopy of memo, frdm G. L. Patterson, 

Direotor, 13th Region, 13 pgs., to Howard 
L^STon, Acting Secretary, dated Jan. 7, 

^ 1941. - 11 pages. 
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B-6 Carbon copy of memo from Beatrice 11* Stern 
to G. L. Patterson, Director, '13th Region, 
dated December 21, 1940 • 3 p 


B-ll Exhibit 10, Affidavit of Jose j, 

executed Sept* 50, 1940* 


Aug. 8, 1940; Exhibit 15B, n^unvit of Dallas 
l^jCugwell, executed September 11, 1940; Exhibit 
affidavit of MelohoJJ<Bamel, executed Aug* 
5, 1940* Exhibit 15D, 'Statement of Theodore 
jf^Quintard. Exhibit 15E, affidavit of Clarenoe 
■ tf al 1 . executed Sept* 11 , 1940* Exhibit 
ISP, affidavit of Leormpdr^ilcer, exeouted 
Apg. 6, 1940. Exhibit 13G, affidavit Paul 
Jfc’Laurent, exeouted August 5^ 1490. Exhibit 
^ 15H, affidavit of Vlnoqjrc^Guiffni, exeouted 
August 6, 1940* BxhibivlSlj affidavit of 


jule^dupries, executed Aug* 6,, 1940* Exhibit 
li#; affidavit of William ColaJ^Eewart, exeouted- 


TOdated. — *‘^ v 

C-l Original affidavit of John Groh, executed Sept. 
12, 1940 (typed). 


exeouted August 28, 1940* 

C-5 Original typewritten list of "Men idio claim they 
have been progressives"* 


Sept. 12, 1940. Exhibi 

L* S eiders, executed Aug* 8, 1940* Exhibit 26 - 
affidavit of Yinoent Matejfc - blank. 


D-o Exhibit 27 - affidavit of B _ , executed 

Sept. 12, 1940* 


ted Aug. 6, 1940. Exhibit 29 - affidavit of 
William Sohewe, exeouted Aug. 6, 1940. 



B-12 Exhibit 15A, affidavit of 



Kress, exeouted 


C~5 Handwritten affidavit of E ut 

undated. 


C-2 Original typewritten affid 
executed^ August 28, 1940. 



insole. 


C-4 Original typewritten affidavit of J 



D-6 Exhibit 24 - affidavit 




D-7 Exhibit 28 - affidavit of Fr >elnik, exeou- 



{ 
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D-12 Copy of le 
HU and Jo 



►1 to Dave Reed, Pr®§. 
Local U. Ho. 54, HU, 


dated Hot. 8, 1939. 

D-13 Copy of letter from John R. Kane, atty. HIT to 
Patter son, Reg. Dir., 13th Reg. Chicago, 111.* 
HLRB, dated IRor. 9, 1939. 

B-5 Affidavits of John Groh, John Schneider (2), all 
dated Jsnmry 7, 1941, together with MEMORANDUM 
signed by John R. Kane. * 

C-7 Carbon oopy of affidavit of Harve^SfWilliamB, 
exeouted August 7, 1940. , 

C-13 Carbon oopy of affidavit of Harc>8^Sahtani f 
exeouted August 8, 1940. 

C-26 Original affidavit of Dal lajjfeo swell, signed and 


(7) Elshoff Admi nistration of the "Dirty Coal” Fund. 


The Progressives oharged Elshoff with an unfair labor practice 


in connection with the administration of the "dirty ooal" fund. It 
is not believed that there was much aubatanoe to this allegation. The 
following HLRB photostats relate to this allegations 


£|i DllVi ^ , J l/U W J V ' 1 * a UV.U WVM A HUMV| .l i d 

affidavit of L®e)mnsel, Dirty Coal Fine6 and Road 
Coal Funds. / 


(8) Circumstances Leading up to Election of February 21, 1941. 


The following NLKB photostats are pertinenti 

A-l Memo dated Feb. 13, 1941, from Carl E. Elshoff, 
Pres. Mine B Coal Co. to Ray Edmundson, Pres. 
United Mine Workers of Amerioa, Springfield, 111., 
at ano. (Carbon copy) 

A- 3 3 original typewritten reports of Examiner, dated 

February 12, 1941, from M. S. Ryder to File. 

A“4 Carbon oopy of agreement resulting from Joint 
oonferenoe between representatives of Local 
Union Humber 54 of the Progressive Miners of 


executed September 11, 1 



( 





America and representatives of Looal #7469, 

United Mine Workers of Awerioa, the Sheriff, 
and represent-* tire e of The Mina "B" Goal Go* 

inquiry should be directed to ascertains 

(a) Did Elshoff express any opinions as to whether he 
wanted U.M.W. to win the election? 

(b) When he learned of the result of the eleotion, did he 
immediately begin to make plans to reopen the mine? 

(o) Did he oonnivs in any way to favor the U.M.W* cam- 
paign? 

(9) Elshoff, on Maroh 14, 1941, Signed a Closed-Shop Agreement with 
U.M.W. 


The U.M.W. was certified by the Board on March 6, 1941* 
Eight days later, Elshoff signed a olosed-shop agreement with U.M.W. 
He thus accomplished in eight days what he had failed to accomplish 
with the Progressives in four years* Inquiry should be directed to 
ascertainr 

(a) When did Elshoff first indioate & willingness to sign 
a closed-shop contract with U.M.WT (I distinguish here between 
negotiating a oontract, which he was obligated to do because of the 
oertifioation, end signing a closed-shop agreement, which he had 
refused to do with the Progressives after they were certified on 
January 4, 1938* 

(b) The NLRB files indioate that before Elshoff did sign 
the contract, he notified the Regional Director of the Board that 
he would not sign until the Supreme Court's deoision had been 
modified. 


Apparently he raised an absurd legal oondition in this 
respect. It is believed that this was simply a gesture on his 
part to give his aotion an appearanoe of impartiality. Inquiry 
should be directed to ascertain whether he raised Ihis contention 
in good faith or not. 

The following uneorted NLRB photostats aocompany this 
memorandums 

B-13 Exhibit 1 - Agreement between District No. 1, F.M.A. 
and Mine B Coal Co. of Springfield, 111., dated 
April 2, 1937. 

D-25 WU telegram, dated Sep. 13, 1938 to J. Warren Madden, 
Chairman, NLRB, Washington, from Joe ©ranic. Free. 
International Union Progressive Mine Workers of 
America. 


D-32 


Orig, letter from JK^Green, Pres* A.F.L* to 
J. Warren Madden, Chairman, HLRB, Wash*, D.C., 
dated Sept. 27, 1937* 

A-2 Original "Settlement Agreement" Case Mo* 
13-01455* 

P-15 Resolution of Local P . A^J^rogressive Mine 
Workers of Amerioa. 


D-33^JJciginal memo from Le. ijorlc to Benediot 

^Yworl, Mine B Coal XI id XIII-C-473, 

^ ' dated Oot. 8, 1937, 2 

A-3 3 original typewritten reports of Examiner, dated 

February 12, 1941, from M* S* Ryder to File. 

A-6 Carbon copy of notioe to All employees of Mine 

B Coal Co., Springfield, 111., dated Feb. 5, 1941. 

B-4 Exhibit V - Letter dated January 6, 1941, to Eon. 

JqJmAStelle, Governor, State of Illinois. 

"f t/ 

B-7 Affidavit of Will iajj^Jrompton, Board Member, 

District No. 4, P;M.W. of A*, executed Ootober 
1, 1940. 

D-34 WO telegram from Jo« Pres., Progressive 



Miners of Amer., to 
dated Sept. 20, 1931 



Dirksen, pelcin. 111 



Respectfully, 


/* WENDELL BERGE, 
Assistant Attorney General. 
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MEM ORA. HDUil FOR THE DIRECTOR 
P'EDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

No. 3 

Re:^£ine "B" -- Violations of 
Section 51, -Title IB. 


- V 




I attach hereto phctostatic copies of three documents 
from the files of the National Labor Relations Board, identi- 
fied on the back as H-l to 3, inclusive* These are the docu- 
ment e referred to in my memorandum to you of this date, 
numbered 2* 


* 







These document ^ suggest that even after the olosod-shop 
contract ^ by f with U *Ji*TT. in March, 1941, hie 

cooperatioil'I^fh'Edmyiidson continued to the extent of firing an 
employee, FrancisJverry, because he had at one time been a 
progressive* The incident is significant in that (a) it would 
represent a continuation of t T *M*W* f s efforts to persecute the 
progressive movement, an effort in which Elshoff apparently is 
cooperating, and (b) it manifests a recognition on the part of 
both Edmund $ on and Elshoff that a union which has a c 1 osed- 
shop contract is justified in requiring the employer to dis- 
miss an employee who lias teen expelled from the union* 

It is requested that you investigate this incident 
thoroughly with a view to determining whether Carry’s dis- 
missal was ever rescinded, what reasons, if any, there were 
for his expulsion from the union, whether he attempted to 
appeal the matter to the International Executive Board of 
T3*V*TC., and whether this was an isolated instance or whether 
Edmmdson, with Elshoff 1 s cooperation, discriminate*} against 
^}ther former progressive members* ^ 

r ' 

/ !< RespeotJ^tlly^* Ji* 


‘/ 
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Enc, 


#240984 


"'DELL BEP.GE / 
Assistant Attorney General* 
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l.EliORAHHJH FCE TH E DIHECTOR 
FEDEI-AL EUEEAO OF INVESTIGATION 

Fo. 2 

Re:^Jaa_^ V Violations of 
Section 51, Title 18. 
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I am transmitting herewith a group of photostats of 
documents obtained from the files of the National Labor Rela- 
tions Eoard, which have been identified on the back as follow** 

'J 

y e- 1 to 7, inclusive 

“ p-1 to 6, inclusive 

S-l to 4, inclusive 
1-1 to 6, inolusive 
j-1 to 2 f inclusive 
K-l to 3, inclusive 

L-l to 4, inolusive " 

M— 1 

K-l to 3, inclusive 

Documents identified H-l to 3. inclusive are the subject 
of ray memorandum to you of this date numbered 3. j^j 

There are also attached hereto two copies of an analysis _ 
of some of the more pertinent documents. </£ " % <> 

EEC ODD ZD Si r j T 1 - / 

Obviously it is incumbent' up 6n us V> make, a more ; thorpgh 
analysis of these documents whiofc" oontai^a^consi^era e am wa 
of very significant material which will tie of avd^to-iW mVes4> 
gation. This task is now being undertahefa, f ld in o Jw 
111 send you a memorandum embodying our Analysis o^.th^ ig 
;ance of these documents and the addition^ invest' 



\'ff 


7 «=_ 


P> 




which they suggest. I am sending you the documents today, however, 
in order that there may be no unnecessary delay in getting them 
into the hands of your agents. Many of the ^documents should be 
of considerable assistance when you oojne to interview the offioi&la 
of the progressive Union such as JohiJjteane, General Counsel, and 
Jowbpzanio, President, ■ 


in the events of 1937-41 should sooner or later be fully interviewed. 
You will determine when it is most appropriate to malce these con- 
tacts. When Mr# Coleman was in Springfield, ha discussed with Mr, 
Hallford the possibility that pending negotiations between the 


discuss the case in confidence with these Progressive officials. 
Obviously, however, these officials should have a wealth of knowl- 
edge concerning the pertinent events, and their oooperation can be 
a great aid to your Bureau. 


It is my belief that all of these officials who participated 



Federation of Labor and U.H,W. made it precarious to 


Respectfully, 



' WENDELL BERGE, ** 


Assistant Attorney General. 
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tlteff he* tlMfl takto tu pllttlM ttkll kllMM 
doe* iftt vtitut mpMiag fk« iIm. 

l»ok«r ufi It hti \tu liftiktl Uat le ooft* 

leetel *ttt tM Smtrtta Kltt at %rii|fttU tot hit imr tot 
tile tc tttfln tilt. 

{2) 

Ob Septmher 11. 1978. to ttt vlth Xiaheff ea i hit ittonix 
vho toot' the attitude ttot • eloeed than vith frocreislve* could act 
to elg&ed Itotatt ef order ef Rational Laher toletleaa Start n^tlto 
ttot eaployaent It offered to all ea^lt/ert «t the payroll u af 
Njr 12, 1937, tt« this wait ntlatt the Procreative* that vara tt* 
palled, toe eaye thle It a radical oue coast roe tloa Vmmh tto 
I. L. ft, S. deetfmed the fR>£mitrt« at the exclusive teifaUlic 
a^eat aad ordered Rise 1 te aejottate vith thee. 


<3> IxLlBj&u.- 



Md— 

' to^Otsnlc Joe 

Svery day it le<os«« tore evident ttot Mb* m t* tc fostering 
the U.' ,v, the T»p Beit - v alteA£l ttoo, toe tees ftlig te tto 

+ v # *v ^ ti_. r . _a_ a^ _ _ *. *#*_ e«i 

«i awutn ox ia« rro|r«inrvi voo vtn u tap &i rii« # 

"Ob August SO, 1137, to vest to the toe of freXOrotolalek, a Baa- 
tor of leeal fH aad tali Ui •If jam eoae tolc to yertt you vtll 
let y-:»r t Veok pay* aad a totted Mae re of Aaerlea oard freo." Be 
told hla ttot the s an «to jail at t tod a V*R.v. Bvetlac ea Avgust SO* 
1937, at 4th aad loaroe ttraat vtll repfe coat the u* ^hb prill wzt ^ 
ft Mae S vhea It optoed up* to alee riel ted Soule^teitoacher aad ' 
/omelltr, eaployed ea tap- af the alae aad talked ta thee \hoet 
at feed lac the aaettng. *Jc«rll3| te Ofotelatek, B^tea, vhe vae a \ *- 


corir.? PS3TT.OTED 

R4iu;.;^ ii 1962 


VV- 8 V- ; - %/ 

\ 



foreoaa it Il&r B, told hi* tint noh of the bosses were iwlac 


the i*B of loo 1 54 no nAeonte'tf *ue 


« m « m.atm 
iv«r, 


( 4 ) 


».!.&. V. i-7 

^ZSZjlaiLii 

Qberle^Be 

MW 


■tot meat hr 7 nnmiilm. 

loti, a forwu at Via* ft, 
ltod *lae Aittn m dacaet 


to 

tall 


a aeetlag of tha wlW *lae Aittn m ftacaot 30 
Uv eoald mV jolt United fra* aad that wine *B* 
vlth Hal tod wd If they foil'd to chew mp for wit u niton of 
ftnlted withla a ceaple of I171 aft or Ukc alao rMpwol ««14 


W.« «o 4 oV oft ntao 

W*T¥ MW jW 


*«W oa 4 l fti 


a_ toll fta 01 


ftVI . 


ftUftttl. 


(6) l.l.R.r. tz 1 


f, 


( 6 ) 


(7) 


(?) 


Bell eves there It a eainlmf between Halted aad hlaa ft. 
At a 00 aft react between taae aa 4 Sleheff, flohoff Mid be would aot 
Croat the Pnimtlrii a cheek off syitee. that he didn't lit* Ui 
Frog reset voo. its oicsAlnUti or attorneys aad mil 04 roe to 

■» that Mall old IXli AMMlnttM, |ot*r at a oaafttoo of 4 

the Coaaittee of Protmitn Klaero, he^oald bo wool# 4 root a chaok 
off oyetea If It «ei all right with lay Vs daaad a a a . 

JsZ a %'S' 

SSM - - 3 ghoff frofffar foaa r=~yggobal dl rector. 

* Sdoundson bod assure? Porfhoa he wool'* a alee no attempt to 
enforce the contract signed between hie and Slsheff o yo* r 040, Vat 
cannot enter late 0 writ tea invalidation since the A. F. of L. “hao 
never been will l nr to do tblo la eatos where the tablet hove brea 
tamed - - * 



l« ae thtontfoaerf Ignoring the decision of tha board aad 
will do everything tn his power 0 00 ope rote to bring the aot ter to 
a setlsfectory eonclnsloa. 

\y 

Upon lost recti one froa Thleetti he reported at Ti 30 i.S, 
January 1?» 1131 at Bias 1 to vort as aa engineer. i-* s Met la 

the wash roc* h^fBohannja, deSTAlbeaese and I^lalap’ftt „ ale aad 

A Bohannon ashed tree waft reedy fb^Jotn Halted and on bbl^ tolf no 
Bohol son wrote bis mi on n oerd vhlch stated in effect that bo 
shouH not Vo employed by Kino *1". In addition frannAastln and ♦ 
%11 vS>ss^alo wore stationed In tha office of the «ehpe^t (they ] 
ore u.". r .\ and efflont soys they were stationed there for the par- ; 
pose of preventing persons not aeabers of United froa wortcimc. 


( 


. 1 , 


(9) ?-A 

UX. Lm sin teri 1 Ml. 


9pe> instruct la 


fSR 


lOMi 


lPe 


froa OictrAlcattl te rape rial w 
/a at*zy 12, 1938 at Hltr B to waste a* a a till feeder. la ud(.C9«rl4 

ate tali Its la tel aathtag ta 4* with fctrtag aal tet On^ Pal* 
aetti was aat af tte aity. Utar te as* lamftlteUr te asil 
tiara mi «oit at U» hottsa af tea alas, wtas/te vaa fnp»rUi 
te la tela vert latenrem eoataotal Ua te Mfcte tfte tea ftef 
ta Jala Halted eel as Mac tell a* Maasi wtota lit Saw* as a 
sari white etetsl tliat terlif rvfctal ta Jala Halted te avail sat 


_ A. AL - a 

vi vn « \ 


11*9 


tltel Will 


thlic that harpaaal te his uleu te Jelatd sal as a result, te la 
ictred to wort la the alas Hlac fswrfai that toaetelag will happa* 
to his. 


( 10 ) 


I.I.R.r. B -6 

tin B ead Ualtal art telac arary toaetlnlle tootle ta 
fares the progressives ta jolt Waited. 


II a sa.llsa af IK a, fsaaraa.fsws U tan % |fi. 1 W. 

thor* vara 400 eapleyeet af alas 1, ' 

Oa September 10, 1937 tea Progressives p rap* rad a aaeate 
patitioa sal at tha cal of tea lay tte ?/ofrH*lm af their a«s 
free will walked tato tha aimers' tell at 1th tad toshlagtom Sta.. 
and signed. The tauter ao douht exceeded 400. 


(H) Jbl 

6/l /39 - To o. It Kith frtrn HA > St 

So *£r*eae*t wits thm provrifliivii for 

two reatoae. (1) Hu to tha ui at tied soadltloa af tha lalastiy 
thera la aa r©f sen to reopea tea alae. (}) Tte atipalatlsa pro- 
widet ttet apoa recneat af loaal M Klaa 1 wall aagetlate aal 
tha re hat Bees ao request from aaysaa connected with tha Progres- 
sives alaea Aageat 3?, 1938 when Teacher and MIU aat with H- 
ehoff aad Paleettl. It la tte eoapear's tataatloa te follow the 
order hated on tte atlpwlatlem. 

(1?) B.L. ..K6-4 u 

^ ty , u /;7 » hMM_^roa,_B aiQrl te . „ / 

P. 4. Tha Prograaalvea submitted to tea I.l.t.B, capias 
af tea atateaenta af thalr flaaa *ol a*&rat ary showing that ares 
after the axpi ratios af tha agreement la 193? da#* fc s 4 teea cheeked 
off hjr tte employer daring April, Hay, Base aad JnXj af 1937. 

P. 4. la a Mtnrvtln with Hahaff tejerk wet told that 
Xlaheff vat appl/lag for a ash «r ship la tea Ullaola Coal Opera tort 
Utoetitlia vhleh la recognise! a a tea employer t^uqr with vhiah 
far rears 0. w . v . haws negotiated their cent recta. j 


4 


/ 


• A I . Ik. » t. »k . 1 a»4 

< • Vt **vi V «■ n *u««v w uw •«*■• AB W»V «VV 

it^t H.«hoff Ket >*ea oeoperc ttac vltk Jiltel lm Utlr aeab«r- * 

■hip drlTo. 

K «. Oa m. t, IWT Sojoit Wi » mfimM « 1 U m» 
■uImi ul Oconto oaf bmii atkor Iktai* |np«i«( that m dw- 
tioa >• kali to iattnU* r^nmtattw Wt %nI»m r«jHt«4 
ttti prapaial vlthoit |lTtac a ipteifli m*M tat KJaik UIi<m 

tt vat >mmh kit iipalattu «ai Mt tart tf lit ntii| itm|th. 


<1?' y.t.ajj.ifal 

LfnJil. *m> liL.mtJti.HztU 

A aat ara*<)fparz 7 vat ilaluaLit 1141 ky *laa * 1 * ho- 

e*na« uitrjha 4 »w 4 thap n rpatwt ha wi Hi n Mthar jf Qiltd> 


<l«) U*IU£t fc 2 » 

Jtmiiia. Ip A 

v Uflm FaleatH that 

-A tellloa art ao loa^or t«ahaN of 
plara^t at Wit# I. 



, Soorft^raMito, ad m«r 
to< eat •• Xe«c«r atltlat ta «o- 


( 18 ) 


inking feg 

iZaM * flu SUalti 


L * #* Mi . »i «* . 

*■ — — "w “ 


I V^O 




t. t ■ TIk I I ^4 a #♦ a to 

*»* *«a to i. to v * 




•hop a*;r?eaant w» « alined. Ha a paid duot. Cloloe Co* pony 41 • charted 
kla nad «*t told to do to ly Doited. Foola tola mi l for kit dio- 
■lttol vet kla farter oeokeroklp io Froy rottlroo. 


( 16 ) IA&Am J al 


ttatn Co»5«y okjocted to aatir of dotroo el eront tkot 
It atilt kart to klro tko Profrottivot who vara aeatetcad fo Jell. 

la gtitaf tk*t li Milifit of the tatag of eagfi gtlai would teiem 


ttroto tkot «h*> line ”8* tl{ie4 tko atipuletlo* li^it 10, 1988, 
it fcaev tkot tkot# artapaei krd keen Miltttad ond tbot tko ills' 
li| of the ctlpvlF ttoo ilaarty roqolrod It to offer then raaa?loy- 


lelt. 


{ 17 ) 


08 ) 



*• »ot panlat Saptwhar lk; 1940 ad applied la writing 
to fkleottl for aatpleyoest Co toko* 8,. 1940. So It l»for»ed ad h#- 
llcTot tkot tko record* of Wpii *1* till oho* tkot tororol coo voro 
klred tk*r* line# ko aodo kyplleotloou 

f Vo.Jbi ^ ' 

l f a /an a* v_ 

Oi-li/. JA- — ■*« .T ♦ 1 . 3 JL ..JAJM hSMffCA Vtl# , 1 X 0 

Tot peroled Coptevkor 80, 1940 Md applied. for vc rtc to 
foleetti Oetoker 1 , 1940 and tinea tk« dot# of kla application 
hrt keen cookie to «oeur» topleyieit ot tkot oloo. 



- 6 - 


( 19 ' JLiLA*. 1-1 v> 

1 /gMi - tor £d|aaitMir 

tot ptrolrf top tat tor 17* 1940 Ml m toptoahar 20 , 
pi 1*4 la writ Lag to UhIU far a-jAap-aal tod tea tti* oral *•- 
fM«li tot to* a*t to* Ural. S* I* lafamad tot to* mi— to 
toliara that r*e«Pli *f Klu 1 fill ahav that «*?•!*! ■— va to to- 
played tlncr ha tola mXltotlaa. u 

9a kaay* Ja«?*A&**cloppl»ad Jackjftoltolo, hath *f *hoa 
* r* 9 * 71 * 7*1 at * 1 m I — i Utt af th— tarval tlae «tth hla la 
tha —a i fedaral lastitutito. . t 


(ao) JUu M ^ Lx l- i 




iiaZifl - M£ltoHJL*I £u 

ifpliii a rally toptmtor lr. WO aal ly Uttar arooal 
October IS, 1940 for volt at llir tot to* toea aaatl* to taeora 
a Jot. * 

<2i> g i-2 

10/29/40 iftae to LLIJ . 

Clueppli vat toplayol \J Rlao 1 a short tiae ay*, la 
aarrtl tlae with S«to*14*r. Sa pa* employed a* aa app rest lea tot 
It aarried and at laatt 55 aal avail aat to aontidared at aa ap- 
prentice udtf tha rale* of up labor organization ia the lute 
•lac* ©air a^n aider 21 can he considered a preotlcaa. 


(ar) 


Will 

Mtanltiag Pat 
peace to alt $> 


JUialaT 

aiifky i—t foaad guilty l*_the Crlaiaal Court far 
aya. Btthama* and VUllmSopkeV vara pat «— 
eoiplaUt of tvo vaaaa - - vita* fcf' Pray r#a tlraa. 






0a u et©herl4, 1940 la discharge af th*lr duties a* a en- 
ter* of the grievance eomlttee they v*r» ia the office of^Oeear 
PVlcattl and Bdhrnaoa caae la latoxlcated aad carted then rioleatly 
tad threatened to toleat thca. . A* aenbera af the yrtvience coaalttae 
th^y laalated that Jaleettidi taharge Soha&noa because af theta 
actleaa aad because flncesOTUtejlm, a progressive, hfl been lit- 
: barged for carting aa coepany property tot ffcleettl refused ta 
discharge his. ? * 


( 24 ) 



irlay pact —oath* to hat applied ta line > 55 tlae* far 
voile. He applied oa October 7* aad October 9. falcettl told hla 
he could aahe application at a a*y tlaet at he wanted and It would 
do fci* ao good. 


/ I 


•6" 


4 m «r» eaployed CjfUVer f , mat vnt te v«it Ott. I. 

J&flrtiko eat Hn^hwyKVon »^««Un of Halted v*re em- 
ployed "let. 7. To^jfciHloo oat foi^Tiltllli, kth igpm tlow« 
cere aphyed'Ott, 7. Oa Ott. 0 Wirt todd, aaltr tf Oiittd 
t«st to afk. Ulfm fcl^tttt aa’t V«mim kill 

Fro|r»it}T«. \ 


(*8) I.L.l.y 1-6 

iEHZSl 


«ft» r#fu 


•oapaay, 


J«4JU 
feJflUTer 
»w i J«>, 


»*m tppllfd to MettU m Hpt, It of IV «at 

t rtapl«7*l V Ux 


*WldP«*oiVoak t 


u-wirlet wei 


(*j jlOu^a i-i - j 

imE q yfAtortt tf . 

froa %tit 10, 1789 to 'Sot. 2, 1989, the tele «tea notices 
were sailed to varlons eaployeel to report for work to 10 toys* ho 
«&l« wrl»» rtqiittt to the Trojmilt** at Halted to all to Mu 
”1* th' correct tldrttiti of oil employees as of % 12. 1987. aad 
supplied each with a aojgr of tho peraaaeat payroll as It existed 
Kay 13, 1*!7, Vetted responded hy letter hat tho ProfrooslToa 
either rtfutl or t*cl»ettd to answer this reboot altbon^h as lata 
ac late ae Oct. 88, 1989 they orally proaliod tc supply the ooopaay 
with the correct nidr.titt of a*ab*r* of their orgaclsatloa Vat 
this m t & ever done. 


(27) A A M ,,, la 1 ^ 

IfiZaZia — *hael to SaTftleod (Piet. free- of Frorre«tlru s 

hcltttl tho pomaaent payroll aa efhay 12, 1937 aad 
requested the oo r root addreoeas of bmIsm of local 84 vhe appeared 
therooa. 


(28) 3-1 

Attached p*man®«t payroll as of Kay l?, 1987 and roquet tod * 
tho oorroot eddreate^ of aoahors of Halted whose aaaes appeared thorooa. 


(29) frL,RJ,.. fcj 

laAl JJS mntiflfl to iMl 

Acknovl filled receipt of lottor of Oet. 17 a&d advised that 
the addresses were ouhctaatl&lly the saae as they wore on Kay 13, 

1937. 

. t’ ■ 

(so) A+jfcAEa f-1 t . V • 

_rl* Air ^ v ~jaj| ’ J:- 

ddrlslv that alar 1 world ho reopened and inviting hla and 
krfdsliyr amenta of loeal 54 to aret to discuss this and other utters 
now or previously proposed, role tire to vert:, es^loyaent, otc. 

Ho advised that no reply had heea received to hit re uest for 
the correct address ef Progressives. 


I 


in) J-a . * 

1S/&/4Q - Affidavit af P shoff re Je^Un raa 

Was tirl»«4 that V*eni8 of UrirwTi aaavicttaa, 
he v*t autoa* tieally deprived *f U« rlfht to npli/vut it Mae 
1, Btmek mtiftl ha rt^ut^MI to* tb rwlw li of ria 

_ - * v—_ 1^.4 mm to *«k ^ *■ m. . n_ _ . _ _ a 

»wwi «i ivw w wm l«i ifdf n» wf r rofrtiviTi 

Crgttlritloi felled to iMii kli, 

<Sc) I, 


Oi the train ®f *•?!. lT t !W it mi ItcHbi for Johm 
felc-Ul and fouad hin la the eafiee row «4to Harvey Wllllaaa. Ha 
h*d btei Inf© rued oa natrons lastoncec of the aegllceeee and la- 
coapetoaco of lanrey will laao aad deterwiaed to reprlaaad kla aad 


asked if his servlet® lud toes satisfactory aad on to lac told as 
offered to mica aad rolutirll; wrote his re»l«aatloa. 


VdMMi nfitoriLJX Jbtog&iaMi jpLJSusM^mximt- 

Substoatlates affidavit V Bdwff, Says whoa Willing 
Offered to mica kt (faleottl) asked If ke voeld petit la vrlti^ 
and filial said ft* aad he c* T ® kla a piece of paper. Sayg 11- 
shoff was not later! ea ted sad ho did not detect the odor of llcner 
about hla . , 


sort had not km utl * factory so ho fait, throe days lator villiaat 
raturaod with Johipfe^kh fc*d asked If fplcettl would reinstate hla. 

*• was told ao, h data to he had fait afhls ova accord. Thea will leas 
said SI shoff had fired hla. 0i4h said tho nslcmtlu was invalid 
because the vord "rollout ton" vac at senollod. 


S3, shoff had boon irialtifi aad did aot aoell lifaof about his psr- 

191. \ 


After the alas r^opomed la 

chock vslchaoa refused to hark ion tho weights for ell the aloe re 

M 1 QVf*4 at the fO?tu! t *4 Maissl a at * ami t pp re f tt W 

the » Inert aot hertac the service* of s ched!' velyhsan to nploy oat. 
at their on expeasa. A check veltftaen aaa ? d|£t rhy vas then oaplo/ad. 



tbemeea listed to Wlllias 



(S?) 



(3d) 

MU: 


t — i 

MEMZ 



av_ m s_ a _ tc m . m. w u n * jo Ohs fc _ ■». toe • e « _ a. 

VB U(BV «I wpt# (7d 4W St MV fUU^II VK) 


<35) t 



(«) loiuM, ■ fca 


jflZfii? SZScQAaii L&£ SMttiiUiiU 



- • - 


ft 


- ■ , 

' t>' ■ 


(77) 


la the slddle of ju>, 1*40 Eirty reyorte^CttJka 
throatoaad him, oartod him. «* J 1 * * 

to Matojta ** told he *»• 

*Cala ho «o«U ilMlolt* **». *M »••** »** 5 * ,??!rLt 

jko tal «mtA kU, Mi tkmttMi hia *4 ■ *• *• *• *»HJfca 

Who OiUM ttt ckun Mi 


the PiMrmlr* Irtmoii ftMllio* took 
aaadod **\tS** *• roUotatad M ^ tuT * 4 

to vrlHic mp tto wi ItoiM ttot nlltIM 

to eoaerml orUoaee that ho ft. rod Katojfca for 

fkiooltl rtfaeod to do* #*oh nli ho miW P*( Mjrlkla® la the wl-* 
toao* that ho oorod to oat that wa*h owldoado rofor«t»d o*ioa ***jjj* 
JST «L 1 ~rlUoa ay or ho wold Mi m&U *P %*• mm. d. Ihl. 
woo oot In* faloottl rofmtot to lift the ooIAomo, 


£«?-»*** 


*■ I ■ J^i. 
>0/6/40 Mil 


\ 



i rU *f gw r mutt* r* iAd^L - ^ 

-jowUadooy «*« 4i«ehar*w4 for otrikta* «U, 

“TheUakor. *« Hid not ^romoat Ik* Mttor of hit ditaha*** *« * «*• 
to bo hoard before folcottl. { 

lli4 uf wat hire* oa trial mad If hit work wot maa*- 
-.uu il wfcti til. Oa Kerch a. 1*40 folcoUL td* 
^ JJt allSiST, pkU Ida off mad dloofctr<ed Wu 


i (factory hr 

him hit work 


(58) 


»f 2&M w «UU 

^ a » AM mBIOMM Mm X*. 



/ 


to fired lea thy hooaa to oa Ja«att 8* t*40 the Pr& f*V #l * 
ftrloraaco CowtUo* reported laaAy Mt UtUllatlm* *•»• d*yla« to 
:o ttM Jola limited tlao hfk*r*. v 


<75) ^o/l/io Car FriirtVl M WjfcuMMM , 

“«**s. k ;.rrr-s SLtrstr - «««~ ^ 

fuatto for W«r. ZJZuTwX.*-* * l * 

await. Valeottl hat mower rofaood to writ* a? the 


f *n) IT. 1.1. 1*2 

10/5/40 ^ ffldarlt of Craor folfitm .-M 

t>8 T*b. if., 1*40 a*o*y Jocowmjf aott 
he 4 cote to rtA at the ad V*»t aloe of thl 
#»_ a. & tart there mad thorn the all 


JaltotU Rolttfci 

.’oather Crook Hinla?: 




( 


nlnitttnut v»« rtfsiti Mi thM Ui frltTue* 0— jit— 
(«uiMl Filottl rvlstUt* Ua. Oi*k, * Mitriit lurt ivkar 
r a feed kta to takt mp Ui ¥ 2*oM Mu os the groosd tkat ka kai 
diacharged kti. Pol cot tl rafeooi.Mtflseo HaiooM woe sot a* em- 
ploye* of tki ila* ko lit sot fool ft MMMUf %S formally ««• 
at lor tlu aottor os tk* Wilt of ss osplay** (liAoiia ssso. 

(41) n,^y, h x* 

1/8/H KaMoroofss to lootrio^Uor^ fros Mtiran 

Fki Praoldaat of HIm rttltii tWt tf tko Wail oosetsdad 
that tko court dooroo Wi Ina rlilttii kt vralt uiirtaki to oor- 
roet tko altootlom without formal aatlos. 

hleiftl atotoa ko kai a oomrersatloa with ^rckptos tst 
Crsaxitoi ill Ml aak kls for a jok. 

t 

XLohoff otatoi ko to karlii dtffloalty oporatlsc tko slso 
koaaaco of ulifiilai attiUag kotvooa tko too sslaso asi foaro 
tko oa^loyaeat of tko foar ax-coariot* mould atfmati tko oltoatloa 
asi ptrhapo r«ol«r It lapetolkli to opoxsto tko slso. 

(42) 1 Irr2 

1/A/4L Jtattr aaiua to Fattoroos from Clark- Hold waalur 

os Jaaunr 7 ?, 1941 ko tailed os Kdsssdoos who ehowrd Mo 
0 lottor ko kai written to Klshoff otatlsg tkat ke proroaed to 
cloee Ma charter at Vise I os fasnary 1*. 1941 asd d iailac recom- 
mit 1 os os or koforo tkat date. la fhrther otatoi ko propoooi to 
cloao Wise > oa Jaaaaxy IT, 1*41 If H«hoff did sot moot kto Ae- 
sasit Vy tkat time. Uattiwi raai Ma Sleheff'o reply ate time 
tkat Vjr eosrt ardor ko mi kossd ta doal vltk tko frofroaolveo, 
asd otatlsg ka would kold Bdsuodooa roopoaolklo for proport/ dos- 
age and loo* of profit* teeiilotc! V 7 tko tlotl^ of tk* Mo*.. 


aecept so roapoatlMlity for osy damage or ldt* of profit*. 

Sisuadaom atatod ka fait tkat at tkl* Its* tker* vaa so 
rooa for two uaioat Is tk* State of Illlsolo. 

fkloettl atatod k* kad sewer recognised tka Halted Com- 
al tte at tko ala*. 


(43) U-Afr-Jfca 

11/6/40 y .dwar - Con. td Hal) Il f 




The Progroaalwoa kawe koea outr^eosoly ileartalaotod 


agtlsat ky Rise 1 olseo tk* court order osterod against it. Tko 
ehargea filed ky the Progreaalwot wore i Rt ended oaly at a tecos- 
dazy resody asd P&dvay vast* oosteapt proceeding lsatitutad. 


10 


\ 



(44) fcq 

ISU llS D. a alafct z to LiAL 

The Coapaay ki eoatlaaed to dleohagr Ik* mrt irltr mUL 
the KtUouI J-ahor laletloas let la *a ntr* L -*oti aaaur. Seek day 
rtwlti 1 b «r*r laeriaitac (liiiWntlM la the Mki af Ik* *ita* 
«*it*n aalra. 1 

«•> I.I. V. hJL 

SitoiiLJtoi It 

The Coapaay *s attltil* dltfly (•aoiitralM Hurt It &• 
(«lrrala*4 I* (In* tti U J»ta * nlu af lit m 

Aooiiac, 


ft* eaaimr raftiii to MftlUl* with Wool Si mmtll 
August t, 1939, allb««ck Ik* ardor nt «at*r«t ky Uu V.l.tl, « 
or rtwl ^il IS, 193$, tertac «kl«k flat Ik* eaapar <14 «ot 
altmt to operate Ik* otao, 

1b Ootolor, 1939, vtu asgotlatloos v«r* tm pragroos nl 
*U1* the fi*o£r*iiiT«« yore yaltlag for OfttoB «t a propoao! coitnet 
nloiUti kjr it Ik* eaapuy alttliartlp aattfltl it* eaplayoea to ro- 
tor* to work without karlai m«k*4 u *| f »« o« al. 

After Ike »1 m roopeaoi Ike aaapa^ reeogalse! Volte! a* rop- 
r**"Bt* tire? of the soplo/ees. 

1>» ooepaay refuse! to great the Progressives the check eff 
er closed shoo features of the eomtrect it created Halted although 
other sU*i la the state operated ular sash a eoatroot. 

0a T*kruuy 1$, 1939, the ooapeay stated It vomld sigh aa 
eo a tract with the Frograoaivat hot after aa lavastlgattoa ty the 
regional director of the state! tt would aagotlato. 

After charge a were and* to the », 1,1.9, the eoapapy agree! 
te eertela phases of the ccatrut hot dsato&st rated he! faith ky re- 
fs slag to felloe agreed procedure ia the haadllag of Ciopotoo. 

Vorlag the mogotletloat Xlehoff stated te a representative 
ef the Progreaslvea that he did aot life that orgaalaatloa end would 
aot agree to f^ythlag te help it aad lateaded to do evetytkiag ho 
eoeld to fcolo destroy it. 

The eoapahj ignored all requests ef local 64 to aeet to 
aogotlato aad failed to attaod aeetiags arraagod *ad fla&lly ea 
/sly 30, 1940, refused to aeet repfeeesUtlvea at Weal 64 without 
giving any reaaoa far It, the ; mpaay has felled te offer *»«k 
eupleye:' oa the pemaaoat pay-roll aa Rear If* 193?, looedlate aa! 
fall relastateaeat to the posltloo they them held. The ooe ;;j*y hat 
vieleted the court order that aev oaployees should aot he hired te 
do the eaae «e(t as f$ra«r ^pley •« s ualLl the latter have b#*a af* 
fared these jeilllss. 
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The eoapaay Tlolttti Ik* wift *rt*r irttrlif It l« * 
imii M»reli| aapleyeee U Iktlr right to j*lt trsailttllHi if 
wiir **i tktie* u« mi m«tn|ii| wsHrtid; ia waited aad *tk*N 
vlie dl Mrliiullif la Nfiit to «apl«|mt aa nay tan «r miIIUmu 
ft* e*a?*v ku *HMn|«d mtoNkl; ta 9iU*4 ky affl* 

«*ala of tbltod at r*pmeiUltr»i aal I 7 raft* lag to wploy ho- 
crettlTN. 

ft* aoapaay kci encouraged i*ik*nkly la Ottlil V permitt- 
ing lator* of Salted to *icstlt« oa ala* property tit Ik* 

ProcmtlT** tho in* pririlaco. 

ft* oonpaay hot *uoira|*< aenberchip ta Salted ky erltl- 

*1 . 1 *. V«. 1 *-k*~—-* .##1 .a . a . ^ a ~ ^ _ _ 

* twf tvavirv a ■— viuaitii m ivi 

The eoupeay hat Mmnc*< amtordilp la toll*! ky r*failae 
to tip a ooat root (lrli| anktr* of the frogreeelves the teat pri- 
vilege* tad toadilloat of Mpltftttl eecorded to all nyl«yi«i of 
other alaet throughout tlllaols. 

the aowpeay hat eaeeureged aewbemhlp la Oat ted hr peraltt- 
lag Salted ergaalsert to latlaldate Pr«|r*tilT*i oa alao property. 

The cenpnay hot 41 m* 1AC*4 aewberchip la tho ProcmilTot ky 
re fa flag te (rut the ;.aae loaditloa* of «tpls/tut cajoyed ky to- 
«1*tmi ef ether afaeg (a 111 < uni • = 

The eo*Duy he* discouraged ankcrtklp la Progressive* ky 
latlel&etliv' end dlscouraglag its a caber* tad by oaly employing aea- 
Vort of United. 

The eoapaay he a aot paid >het flrort the teae «•(«( paid 

thea oa Key IP. IvS?. 

the eoapaay hat re fated to front a check- off tyttaa to ta* 
plojeet although *kli eye tea hat been established ky contract aad 
cu? too la thlt aad ovary other Saloa operated cool alae la llllaolt. 

The aoapeay coatrtty to pstt cotton fail'd to tarn over 
dirty coal flaet to Pregreotive effielalo. 

the company hat refuted to follow pett cutton by dividing 
proceed* from coal leaded hy oonpaay oa haulage road* lemovn at 
toed eoel. 

•h. U . j a. tt - . * * _ a V _ JL. _ a 

apiy ** * mjumi v« iquvw pfii mvn rviuvia^ 

to write up aad cubalt ta a eoanlttee or eoaalttlea grievances of 
taployeet which cannot bo tattled at the alae. 

(4f) K-l 

l/20/ 41_Jio t iflii ax y&L/H i St v adatf order di rect!** a hearing 

IkPiX \j fthflff HMW - 

Such let 1*1 daft oa *^4 abate by member* of Salted vac doao 
la the prcooaeo of the also mpe rial aadaat oad other alae effi- 
»< >1 ■ 

w ** 1 * ■ * 

*e«bert of Salted la the pre trace of the alae taurri ntea- 
daat end * county* efflclalt tarred ea ml tin fetus on aenberc of the 
6 rl»T*nc* Coanlttee of local #54 that no aeaher of locrl f$4 voald 
be permitted to eater the alae preaiie* oa or after the aornlag of 
Jm^ry 1 ?, 1941. -a 
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The Pre«14eat tf l»vl #7469 la a letter 1* Termed imWrt 
of leer 1 &4 that the Oaitet Charter vomit elate Jaam * ty It. 1941 ( 
aa<l that those aot jelalac Umltet hy that tlae weald late their aa- 
playaeat at alae *1* . falU«ll| this threat Xmlfen tiMt the 
prase states eat *t* are colic he tahe that alae . 1 

XLthaff hat allevet yeraaae aha era eat ea$laxeet ta ease 
spot the p rest eat tally eat iattaltate Ml terraria* —ha rt af 
la cal H*. 

Atheff eat Bhltei hare trn|M ahamt a el that tea a elde c 
it lapaeeltle hr the 1. 1.1.1. ta aeeertala. area Vy tea ret ballet* 
the vlches eat te«ir*e ef employee* at alae *B" ta re*ert ta the 
tesl^D&tloa af a reom^Utln far the perpait af cell eat Ire her- 
C*Ulat> 

( 47 ) 



lfi/1/40 JLtagj^a £bol Sai 1 tt Tettirm 


NituiUi the request hy the ProcrmlVM far a tea leapt 
proceeding, rerlevt the flaett aat available arltaoae* 


l 


Saalltoa C*Daaae 


